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Infected rags and a sheriff shooting a fleeing murderer, so
near the border that injuries result on the other side of the
frontier.
This rule has been regarded as an inadequate attempt to
narrow down the place of injury rule.23 It may, however,
be questioned also from the contrary view, as going too far.
Commonly, the mistake is committed to treat on the same
footing cases where a tort is entirely done in one territory,
although effects occur elsewhere, and where the acting ex-
tends to more than one territory. Certainly, there is justifi-
cation for recognizing that the arrest of a man, quite as much
as the seizure of an object,24 is no tort if it is lawful under the
law of the place where the whole act has been done and
completed. Any effects happening in another jurisdiction
ought not to alter this postulate which, perhaps, may be
generalized into an important rule involving all acts com-
pletely done in one jurisdiction and alleged to violate the
"law": the "law" in question ought only to be that of the
place where the act is entirely performed. While Ms is a
necessary modification to any theory of the place of injury, it
is not exactly the place of corporal movement $er se that
accounts for it; if the Restatement (illustrations 4 and 5)
declares that someone shooting in state X and hitting a person
standing in state Y enjoys privileges conferred by law X, this
is a very doubtful proposition. We shall have to discuss be-
low acts extending over several jurisdictions. Nor does the
evident equity of the postulate hold good for the entire field
of privileges and duties to act. Suppose, for instance, that the
Chilean law in reality did not empower the governor of the
province to give the order to the British shipmaster. Whether
the latter's erroneous belief that he had to obey excused him
23 RHEINSTEIN, 19 ltd. L. Rev. (1944) at 13.
24 See, for Instance, the Netherlands: App. Leeuwarden (Feb. 6, 1929) W.
12014, VAN HASSELT 309.